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Sir Abdur Rahint, suggested various directions iu which the Government could
help the labourers in particular in the matter of education.

Dr. Ziauddia said the Bill was inadequate as it touched only a handful of
workers in factories as more than 90 per cent, of labourers were agricultural. More
over, this Bill would widen the gulf between the employer and the labourer.

Mr. G. S. Ranga Iyer congratulated Sir Frank Noyce on his successfully piloting
this labour legislation.

Mr. Lalchand Navalrai, while admitting that the Bill was a good first instalment
of the measures for improving the condition of labour, made a detailed examination
of the several clauses to point the defects which he had unsuccessfully attempted
to remedy by amendments.

Mr, Mahapatra expressed gratification at the passage of the Bill but gave in
detail the deplorable condition of the labourers in India. In order to fortify his
assertions he quoted from a book.

Mr. B. Das asked Sir Frank Noyce whether Mr. Mahapatra was not quoting
from a book proscribed by the Government of India.

Sir Frauk Noyce answered in the affirmative and drew the attention of the
President.

Mr. Mahapatra:   Sir,   I   have   taken   this   book   from   the  Assembly Library.

Mr. Abdul Matin Chaudhury, while deprecating that the legislative record of the
Assembly during the last few years had not been a very happy one, congratulated
Sir Frank Noyce on this legislation.

Sir Frank Noyce said the Government of India and the provincial Governments
were in the process of collecting material for the third report to show what tha
Government had done to ameliorate the condition of labour. He drew the atten-
tion of the House to an article by the President of the Labour Commission
published recently in the 'London Times' appreciating the progress made by the
Indian Government in ameliorating the lot of labour in India. Turning to the
Bill he said there was no reason why the local Governments in making rules would
impose a meticulous uniformity in the case of all industries and not give special
consideration to the industries which required special attention. He had no doubt
if the rules made by a particular local Government worked to the disadvantage of
another province, such a position would be set right by the central Government.
As regards the powers of inspectors he saw no reason to believe that the inspectors
would abuse their powers. In any case there was provision in the Bill for an
aggrieved factory-owner to make appeal against the -inspector's decisions. He
informed Mr. Mody and other members that there were a large number of States
which had followed the Government of India in regard to the introduction of
labour legislation and which had acted more or less on the lines of the Indian
Factories Act, Concluding he said the Government recognised ;the need for labour
legislation but this Bill represented a very marked advance in the amelioration of
labour troubles in the country.

The Bill was passed amidst cheers.

MECHANICAL LIGHTERS DETAIL

Sir James Brigg moved the Bill providing imposition in connection with excise
duty on mechanical lighters be referred to a select committee for report by July 25.
In a maiden speech he said it was the experience of other countries that the
imposition of excise duty on matches gave abnormal stimulus to the manufacture or
import of mechanical lighters with the result that other countries found it absolu-
tely indispensable to take measures of this kind to protect revenue. A concrete
example of this experience could be found in Burma 1 where the import of mecha-
nical lighters during the six months following the imposition of duty on matches
had amounted to 150,000. The majority of opinions expressed on the Bill were
either in favour or offered no comments at all. Some critics observed that the
scope of definition was too wide and it would include toys. Sir James Grigg said
he would be prepared to modify the definition to exclude toys from the definition.
Concluding he remarked that he was only the stepfather of the Bill (laughter and
applause). Stepfathers were generally hard with their step-children but he hoped
to treat the child with a certain amount of cordiality (applause).

During the discussion that followed Mr, B. Das was the only uncompromising
opponent to the Bill, which he described as unwanted. If the bill was necessary
at all, he said, let there be revenue collected by means of a excise duty only to
control the manufacture of lighters, but the money must be returned to the